From: Abrams, Mary

To: Campbell, Joseph A CAPT OASN (EI&E)

CC: David Tessler; Kristi Young; MINOTT, Karrin H CIV OASN (EI&E); Cecchini, Joseph D CIV OASN
EI&E

Sent: 8/2/2016 8:13:16 PM

Subject: Re: [Non-DoD Source] Re: Guam Military Relocation Consultation

Joe -

My comment on Finegayan was from a conversation in Portland last week and it was just put forward as an example
of things we might talk about and was quite high level. We are working on the possibility of working from 23-25 Aug
for more detailed discussions. I'll let you know once we've had a chance to talk it through a bit more. When I talked
to Dan and Karrin about 1t last week, I was thinking we were talking about a one day meeting so need to check with
folks on the 3 day concept.

Should know more by tomorrow's call.
Best -
Mary

On Tue, Aug 2, 2016 at 6:02 PM, Campbell, Joseph A CAPT OASN (EI &E) <&lta

href="mailto {CJX) wrote:
Hi Mary,

I received your Google response - it worked!

No problem with them joining the call. It's Ok with me to listen to your thoughts on Finegayan but it seems contrary
to your desire to stay high level. I'm good. If you have any notes on that topic that you'd like to share to aid our
conversation and understanding, shoot them our way.

Do you think your team can support detailed discussions 23-25 Aug?

Vir
Joe

Captain Joe Campbell

From: Abrams, Mary

Sent: Tuesday, August 02, 2016 6:05:30 PM

To: Campbell, Joseph A CAPT OASN (EI &E)

Cc: David Tessler; Kristi Young

Subject: [Non-DoD Source] Re: Guam Military Relocation Consultation

Joe -

I just tried to respond to your email via google calendar and I have no idea whether it worked or not so I'm going to
repeat myself here. Based on the conversation Dan C and I had on this call last week, I had invited Rollie White (the
new Ecological Services Assistant Regional Director), Diane Hoobler, and Larry Salata to join the call. They are all
expecting to participate so please let me know if that is a problem. Dan C and I had discussed this being more of a
high level discussion and not down in the details which is why I've asked my leadership and solicitor from Portland to
join. I also wanted to know if we were going to have a chance to discuss the Finegayan area and possible options for
that area as Dan and I discussed this a bit last week as well. Finally, please let me know if there is anything we can
send to the group to help the conversation.



Regards,
Mary

On Tue, Aug 2, 2016 at 1:26 PM, Campbell, Joseph A CAPT OASN (EI &E) <&lta

href="mailto (b) (6) wrote:

A meeting so that DON can talk through several issues. One being what we mean by "notional "on the MPMG range
design when Coralie forwarded the attached graphic to you on 29 April. I'd also like to discuss where we are on the
ISR Strike fence and how that maps to execution of other conservation measures.

Please ca

Let me know if the attachment or graphic does not open for some reason.

Thanks,
Joe

—————————— Forwarded message ----------
From: "Cobb, Coralie H CIV NAVFAC SW., SWEV " <&lta

href="mailto:

Date: Fri, 29 Apr 2016 23:00:44 +0000
Subject: Mariana eight spot butterfly at the MPMG range
Mary,

This e-mail re-confirms our communication on April 8, 2016, during which we indicated that we are able to avoid
three of the nine locations of the Mariana eight-spot butterfly in the northwest corner of the MPMG range, as they
are outside of the construction footprint. The other six locations of the Mariana eight spot buttertly are within the
potential direct impact area of the MPMG range. We had previously indicated that since we have not conducted
full site investigations, topographic surveys, geotechnical investigations, MEC surveys, and development of the
design we cannot vet determine the actual grades for the range and if the 25-ft (8 m) tall impact berm at the far end
of the range can reasonably be constructed so as to omit the remaining six locations from the project footprint.
However, based on your conversation with Dan Cecchini on Tuesday, April 26th, we have reviewed the footprint for
the MPMG. Recalling that the Final SEIS and the Biological Assessment expressly state that the maps of the live-fire
training range complex are "notional, "in order to move the proposed action forward, this notional dimension enables
us to further commit to adjusting the boundary for constructability purposes to avoid the remaining six known
locations of the Mariana eight spot butterfly in the northwest corner of the MPMG footprint. Please refer to the
attached map for our revised project footprint, which reflects DON's commitment to avoid a total of nine locations.




In addition to this commitment, we would like to re-state for the record that we have included extensive minimization
and conservation measures for the protection of the Mariana eight-spot butterfly, to include:

1. Contractor education programs;

2. Pre-construction butterfly and host plant surveys within suitable habitat within project boundaries:

3 Salvage host plant parts (not the entire plant) and provide them to an expert in the identification of the larvae or
eggs of the Mariana eight spot butterfly for identification and propagation of Mariana eight-spot butterflies;

4.  Planting of the Mariana eight-spot host plants within the 1,000 acre forest enhancement sites at FInegayan.

The number of host plants that would be planted would be commensurate with the amount of host plants that are
removed or developed over within the footprint of the LFTRC (it is our understanding that the propagation of the
host plants [Procris pedunculata and Elatostema calcareum] has been successful: and

5. Host plant propagation, coupled with the ungulate fencing and eradication and the propagation of the
buttertlies by a species expert should provide a greater conservation benefit to the species than is being accomplished
for the species to date, and fully minimizes the potential effects on the species from the military relocation.

In addition, the 5.234 acres that have been set aside for durable habitat protection to support native habitat
restoration and land management for the survival and recovery of the Guam Micronesian kingfisher provide a
conservation benefit to the known populations of Mariana eight-spot buttertly on DoD land [e.g.. Tweed's Cave area
(2 populations) on Finegavan, Tarague Basin on Andersen Air Force Base (AAFB), and the population in the eastern
portion of AAFB (off of colf course near Anao)]. Lastly, there is a population on Orote Point which is part of the
Orote Ecological Reserve Area.

Although DON has not had the opportunity to review and understand FWS's analysis on the Mariana eight-spot
butterfly, DON believes the conservation measures listed above would go beyond minimizing the potential impact to
the species, and will even further protect the species by improving or restoring enduring habitat on Guam.

If yvou have any questions or would like further clarification, please feel free to call or e-mail me. My contact
information is below.

Thank you.
Coralie

Coralie Cobb

Senior Natural Resources Specialist

Naval Facilities Engineering Command, Southwest
Tel ¢1: (720) 542-3085

"It's not about what it is, it's about what i1t can become. "

Mary M. Abrams, Ph.D.

Field Supervisor

Pacific Islands Fish & Wildlife Office
U.S. Fish &Wildlife Service

300 Ala Moana Blvd

Honolulu, HI 96850

(808) 792-9400
(b) (6)
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